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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 12-15, 26-27, 35 and 37-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Skonecki (Pat. No. 5,305,550) and further in view of 
Roulleau (Pat. No. 5,142,976). 

Consider claims 12, 13, 35, 37-41, Skonecki teaches an organic product such 
as a fresh natural flower, such as a rose, in a natural configuration in which the product 
is provided with a personalized message or drawing inscribed on one of its petals. (Col. 
1 lines 24-38). Skonecki does not require a pad-printed image, however, Roulleau 
teaches as organic product in which the surface of the product comprises pad printed 
images. (Col. 1 lines 61-65) It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have provided the organic product of Skonecki 
with a pad printed image so as not to damage, or etch or cut the surface of the organic 
product when the image is printed on the surface on the organic product and in order to 
provide the surface of the organic product with a repeatable and identical image. 

Regarding claims 15 and 27, patentability of product-by process claims are 
based on the product itself even though such claims are limited and defined by the 
process. Thus, the product is unpatentable if it is the same as or obvious from the 
product of the prior art even if the prior product was made by a different process. 

Regarding claims 14 and 26, Skonecki teaches the inscription may be a 
personalized message such as the word, "congratulations". (See Skonecki Fig. 1) 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 4/4/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

First, the teaching of Roulleau is considered to teach a reasonable expectation of 
success by the fact that an unbroken or compromised fragile organic structure can have 
a pad-printing process applied to it without causing damage to the structure. While the 
Skonecki reference is used to show that flowers, flower petals, can have an ink-based 
message applied to them, without destroying the flowers structure. Therefore, the 
combination of the two references is considered to show that a fragile uncompromised 
organic product in a roughly oval shape (like the flower blossom in Skonecki and the 
egg of Roulleau) is capable of having a pad printed image applied to it by an automated 
mechanism. 

Second, as for the "delicate" nature of a flower versus an uncompromised egg, 
while an egg may have a more rigid structure than a flower, the flower has an elasticity 
that would allow for a substantial compressive force to be applied and still recover to its 
original shape or in a shape very close to the original shape. While an egg is not 
capable of reproducing such a action since once its compressive threshold is exceeded, 
the egg for all intensive purposes is unusable as a decorative object. Without the actual 
pad-printing pressures claimed by the applicant, in addition to those of the prior art 
references, it is difficult to determine the actual differences between the applicant's pad- 
printing process versus Roulleau, however without a distinct showing from the claims or 
the specification, it is not clear exactly how the printing process of the surface of an egg 
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would not work on the surface of an oval shaped blossom as shown by the applicant in 
the drawings. 

Third, concerning the statement of Roulleau about breaking an. already cracked 
egg. A cracked egg only has a thin membrane, which is generally cut through initially 
by the shards of shell and breached, and breaking once any amount of force is applied. 
This argument is not considered persuasive because a flower blossom has a 
reasonably substantial amount of resilience, while neither a cracked nor an uncracked 
egg is going to have such a resilience. 

Lastly, while the argument concerning the rotation of the flower as compared with 
the egg is understood, in reference to the Rolleau reference and its, "screw jack" 
system, but this argument is not considered pertinent since the flowers may be placed 
on the conveyor system in such a way as to eliminate the likelihood of having a split 
mark on different petals. 

While the experimentation requested by the applicant has been considered, the 
subjective nature of the experiment, (such as to what degree is the egg cracked?) is not 
exactly clear and it not considered to carry a great deal of weight with regard to the 
amount of pressure a flower versus the amount of pressure a cracked egg can absorb 
and still be a viable product. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gordon R. Baldwin whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5166. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:45-5:15. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jennifer McNeil can be reached on 571-272-1540. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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